Sir, The report on comparison manual versus hydrostatic reduction (HR) for intussusception is interesting. [1] Ocal et al. have reported that "HR together with ultrasonography is a safe technique in the treatment of intussusception, which also shortens the duration of hospitalisation and significantly reduces the treatment costs." [1] In fact, there are some concerns on this report. First, there is no evidence from the present single-centre report on the cost; hence, it should not be able to make any conclusion that an alternative can reduce treatment cost. Focusing on reduction, sonographically guided HR is confirmed for its efficacy in many reports. [1, 2] However, this does not mean that there is no complication of the procedure. According to the recent report by Okazaki et al., the bowel perforation due to HR could be observed in 1-2% of the cases. [3] The good control of positioning during HR seems to be a critical point to be kept in mind for minimizing the perforation complication. [4] Sora Yasri, Viroj Wiwanitkit 
